(sneh as changes in electric-resulting from the addition
If new facilities are constructed ©t JrtutoMum disposition but these also generate !$ (as %m& ifeetricifrf or steam) or some other useful but unpriced ^rpdtfcct; thei0Qirect approach is to calculate the difference in cost between fliis approach and th© cost Of producing these same products in the way that ,tftey ^uld otherwise b$ induced—-known as the "avoided cost." In the .case ;of electricity generation, calculations of avoided costs are routinely used but ^avoidaWy contentious. In most areas of the United States, a rea-;*sonaMe figure for: the avoided cost of electricity production is the cost of new combined^cycle natural gas generation capacity, roughly $0.05+/-0.01 per J^owat&faour (expressed in 1992 dollars for the year 2015, the midpoint ^f a nominal 2000-^30 operating lifetime of a plutonium disposition reae-to|)B The avoidedKjost approach is obviously applicable, as well, to by-prod-;uct«ervices other than electricity, such as the production of tritium.
,,XABiB 3*5 Summary of prescriptions for Costs Attributable to Plutonium
New Facilities
.costs Ir$cemeajal operating plus
All operating costs plus all capital costs
All operating plus capital costs less avoided costs Use qf Preexisting facilities: Because in this case the use is still single pwirpose, all of %e*opemtBag costs aie still assignable to the plutonium disposition mpssioiL Capital charges should only be assigned to the mission* howew* to the extent %& (i) they are associated with renovar-tion or jBodgfic^feas of tie facpttf ttet we*e fequired to enable it to perform tae mi$sk>s; oi (n) flb> fadiiy bad; re^ldMl value in another role from which it is being displaced by ft& |toe»taai disposition mission. The capital costs of feoiHfog the fec®^ fer is p»¥ii%£ purpose should be ignored as
